5/21/70 


Dear Paul, 


Last night, when I was really too tired to pay enough attention, I 
read your enclosed NCR copy of your Archives list. You sure covered a lot. 

You know most, if not all, the things that will interest me most. 

There are several comments I do make. First of all, we did not have 
time to discuss so much, and you appeared a little embarrassed about having 
returned what they asked you to return (I’m not fitting a copy of this in my 
Archives file), I didn’t really go into the Box 52 business with ©re. They 
are entirely wrong. These are not at all internal correspondence files. First 
of ail, they would not have been in that box at all if they had been so 
construed. They are files that exist because of and only oursuant to my use 
of Clark’s executive order, -^ou have copies of my early letter to the Secret 
Service and this is explicit. In fact, without my muse of that order, it 
required the transfer of these papers to the Archives and their availability. 

Second of all, they reflect either a clear violation of the intent of the law 
or of its letter. If the letter, they are criminal in nature and it would be 
vital for us to expose all of it in court. That would go farthur toward creating 
a public understanding of what really happened in the investigation of the 
assassination taan almost anything else, i gather from my very brief meeting with 
Bud that you did not discuss this with him, at least not in sufficient detail. 

To put part of it in tne essential and proper perspective for you, I ask you tp 
reread the related part of my memo on my meeting with the Secret Service. It was 
there explicit that if they would make the memo of transfer available to be I 
would not sue for it and if they would make those other things on the list they 
have available I’d go no further with these items. Thereafter, the very next day, 
the memo wa 3 sent. The letter was dictated by Kelley immediately, when I neard 
nothing in a reasonable time I phoned Kelley. He was not in. Has secretary told me 
of th, letter, i phoned back. He told me, quite explicitly, he cad sent what he 
had showed me and the Memo of Transfer. I had discussed this at some length with 
Goff, and he agreed there was absolutely no basis for the withholding and that if 
1 were to take it to court, the court would so riile. Johnson confirmed receipt of 
it to me and told me GSA, not Archives, was holding it ±up. This also amounts to 
a conspiracy under the law, for there is absolutely no doubt that in this case. 
Secret Service is the agency of "paramount interest", Clark’s memo on the law. 

So, as the first order of business, I ask that you write the most detailed memo 
on this possible, sending me two copies, one of which I will go over with Bud and 
return to you with any suggestions, to be made into an affidavit that I may want 
to use in court or, if Bud thinks so, with Kelley and Goff (gen. counsel). I 
think that if used immediately before the papers are filed, with the basis I have 
already laid in letters, this may effect the desired and proper result. For you to 
understand this better, it is a matter of law tha£ the transfer of anything but the 
clothing, anything other thaa west had been the personal property of the President 
the moment of death, is illegal. This applies particulsr^.’to the film. Here I 
think possibly you did not fully understand tee argument I made. Sven if I aeept 
yout interpretation and the total number of film adds up, which it doesn’t, there 
remains that indefinite number "exposed but showing no image" to be subtracted from 
it, which establishes that there are more film that Kellerman signed for. Also, 
according to the GSA letter contract, the roll of 120 had only 5 exposed film on 
it. Now we hove alseady pretty clearly established in court already, ss most do 
not understand (Iialleck) that these film were a) hot part of the estate and b) 
not private but goverfcment property. Perhaps this cna help you see the significance 
of what I am driving at. I suggest you consider that if the full significance of 



all of tils may have been lost upon those with whom you dealt, and I do not for 
one minute believe this, it cannot possibly be with those above and beyind them. 

In every way, this is the most important discovery you made, for it is the 
federal reflection of tee federal attitude toward the records of the President 
murder and toward that murder and its investigation as it is of the iaw, orders 
and regulations aid will have the greatest impact in court. 

I think it is important that you make a record of every paper in that 

file you can recall, whether or not its contents seem significant, for i will 

without doubt subpena that in any trial. I have already exhausted my administrative 
remedies on the panel, of wnich this is one of the raw materials I seek, and have 

not once but twice appealed to Mitehel, to make it more binding. I can file any 

time I want and I have a draft prepared. After brief disucssion with 3ud and think- 
ing it over, I nave decided to revert to the format from which 1 had shifted with- 
out consultation with him. This requires much additional work of me. In any event, 
it was not my plan to include this in the complaint. But I should have the most 
intimate "ossible knowledge so that complaint will be drafted in such a way that, 
at the proper time, this will have maximum relevance. That time cannot be for 
some months, but the prepartions must be made at this very minute. So, aside from 
your recollection of the contents of the documents, the best possible identification 
of each document is vital, for at some future point it will be necessary to know 
whether, in respojse to a subpena, the entire file is produced in court. 

My reason for wanting both copies sent to me rather than sending one to 
Bud is that I’d like to give him his with a memo, for he will not recall and if 
fact may not have all my correspondence with SS. I think taot when fle y;ent over my 
files he did not tnen want this 33 stuff. I also find it is helpful, though 1 am 
not a lawyer, to make legal suggestions to him. -he has accepted a rataer large 
percentage in the past, most of wnich, as he has confessed, he might not have thog 
thought of. Be has paid rue the complement of saying it is too bad I’m not trained 
as a lawyer for I’d make a very good one. It was , for example, my idea that we 
separate the suit we won. 

Properly armed with knowledge, it may not be necessary to make any use 
of your affidavit. I’d prefer not to, to let them wonder what I know end how I 
know it, and there are other approaches by which, to their knowledge, I can get 
this knowledge. Example: my last letter to Rhoads asks for all covering letters 
of whet was sent pursuant to my requests and a list of a) what was given me end b) 
what was designee. There is no reason for them to connect this with you and every 
reason they shouldn't, from the existing record I’ve made. And my reason for doing 
it was not you but my knowledge that SS always had the necessary eo’ering letter 
and b) that SS had sent what I didn't bet and they pretended it was a spontaneous 
act on Arch part to give me the receipts. 

I hope you will understand the space and time I nave devoted to this 
represents my evaluation of its importance. It can be one of the most important 
things yet and can be the deciding factor in e suit. And I have just made a con- 
nection with a group whose sole interest is the Free domra of Information A.ct and 
which is thoroughly grounded in it and wants to help me with it. They regard the 
existing ^if not not fully implemented) '/victory a very important one. And they will 
hel in any way they can in coming suits, wnich they are all for. More, they have 
a significant institutional connect ‘ on. So, spare no details, for what may seem 
minor may not be - 5 t all. 

Despite everyone's pleasure at a victory under tue law, which x also 
regard as of great importance. I’ll go out on a limb and predict that ultimately 
its greatest significance will be in tae clear and unquestioned proof of the 
governments intent to violate laws a n : tueir clear intent to deny Ray his rights. 



Then, tneir deliberate misrepresentation of the evidence and next their 
silent acquiescence at this misuse in court of this misrepresented evidence. 

Bef -re a strict-constructionist judge, tnis coukd have the most serious 
consequences, including disbarrment. It will not happen, of vourse. 

^ Because you know so well what interests me in what you covered (and 

must say you did very well indeed to cover so much an” to select so very well 
when confronted with such an enormity in choices alonel), I mention only a few 
things, assuming you will know the rest. 

Aside from the interest we share in Klein's, I’d like to have every 
paper as fast os possible for possible use in Chicago against ■dcolnick, who 
represents even more of a jeopardy to use with his edced suit agsinst CBS. 

Whether or not on tnis, CD87:303-anything on tnis point on hlartineau also. 

3^7 

r suspect *nere is more tnan one file copy of CD87. So, while x have 364, 
if you get it, lend me a copynsc L can compare them. I made a note I cannot read 
re: 364. 

Page 3, Hudkins: again, everything, sains because here also they may 
have duplicate files. One example! Liebeler annotated some things he used. 

Gercai receipt: We do have, tut the same is true. If in your own 
projected future writing you go into this, as I strongly encourgge you to, I 
as strongly urge that you comb my files, plumb my mind snd listen to my tapes, for 
there is much here and there are o*her non-governrcentel-ecoies of other receipts 
I do have end also plan to use. here I can supply you with the finest details, all 
on tape with the best possible witnesses, PC-, his mother end his now-dead dad. The 
is one of the rich areas into which D led me. 

Page 4, V/i liens g/l2 LEO. feanfcx agent. Important, 

Page 5, another illeg note, best I can make out "All got B? Iike(?) his. 
Again for your future recall, I have what was not hn the Com Ward and Paul file and 
it is important. You will want to use this. That l/hS was not the only such, for 
one citation of reason. 

Under 5/4: all refs to _ringuier are potentially very important for 
he committed perjury and not by accident and not because Liebeler didn’t know. Lieb 
went out of his way to protect and hide it. Anything on him is imp. You know 
Archives has weitten me they have no guidebook pages, and they went out of their 
©ay not to respond for a long time. Two bore annotations, and you can be sure these 
were copied. Therefore, everything related should be gotten. 

Under 5/5 you again ref Brin, also Cdio, and on her also 1 tnink we 
should have everything, asp for the reflection of how she was handled before tne 
last-minute Lieb reqwriting. iviost especically, tnat ref to Brin's phone call, of 
which v/e’ve never been able to get tne full story. That is one means of establishing 
who was with or suspected of being with LEO. In tue minds of the Pena people, with . 
Here, in your own writing, you sill also went to listen to tapes, including Rod- 
riguez, mo x nave on this point. And an entirely different and quite credible 
picture of Brin. 

Why do you think they had the NO papers of 9/1-5/63? If you do not 
know, they should be searched. LEO then ghera but also quiet, from the existing 
record. 

5/6: what Davis?Pdcardo? If so, pcss. Important. Waht is "LHO int at 
Pft off with four uni dent, etc. 
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for I thi-k + hf=. f : lly - DleaS ® a taat ’ you are considering doing an -gent Oswald book 
b caaJ ^r an important area that should nave different treatments end 

-cause youx approach is so ultra-conservative as compered with mine. But before 

res«arS 11 ifl 0 B™ 1 i e + 1 i* WdsnsTer tiiSt te » an d before you consider your own 
everything fiSd^l^-h yoU ® Q ° uld e ° over everything I nave filed under that and 
fce u' ,.JL ilcd ,‘f ere btlet Clay be or may seem relevant, for there may » e U 

here mv ne’-sonal ^ leadB that sdould be and that 1 haven’t, 

the official tn4"rf leS 3187 ® ° f nSlP t0 y ° U and giT8 y° u inklings mi sang from 

} -* In ,ny C3S6 ’ 1 wont t0 6^ this book done as part of cleaning 

up mat Plan so I can get to other things, but it is « subject^ thnt ^ll bf 
«o pi cal fox quite a while. I think yours will inevitably be the mere thorough 
more scholarly, and I therefore think that is I do get mine dole Sat H’wA 
nel L - joiiis in many ways, one of which will be the leads it will produce, if not 
.he evidence, if it gets printed. Like that Dolan phone call 12/86 I h’ve an 
enraormous amount that is time-consuming but relevant, to Se an ob-uS^e?nle 
an mtrenecribed tape of an interview with David Chandler. I'll never trsnscrlte ' 

ali S 0 f e *hi- is 1 -'^fs^ n Ch ,B3 ^i nCt i ® Ten t3te timS t0 audition acain. You consider that 
wed i £ i-f c handler lives m a former Shaw property. I do not know who 

li- d th«ro T • "T S owner 18 Sha "' s friend, tad real degenerates 

11 V. there, l have .aped recordings of eyewitness descriptions of tne most lurid 
• ppohings there . which I didn't seek out end which would not fir a sh-olorly 
booK but are in other ways descriptive. , " y 

u cngrats end best. 



